From:

September 28, 1970

PP #181039. (BON) Cosex Alimentarius Interaational Tolerances.
Hy. Frenk McPerlsnd, 0C, BF-320

Mr. J. 6. Commings, Chief
Petitions Evalustion Bramch, DPCT

(1) ¥r had previsvsly revissed the proposes Codex toler -pces for HIM, inorganic
bromiie, ca. malathion in rzw ceTeals (mao 7/9/76, Cumaiags, Cook) zmii pointed
ocut that all were comwatible with U, §,. tolerasces except HCH ia grain sad fiou
0l imergsnic bromide in popcorn.

¢2) Dr. Fitshugh's memorsndum of 7/23/70 ststee that (s) popcorn {s not includ-
4 in the Codex definition of raw ceveals, emi (b) that the discrepzmcy between
the 125 ppm ¥, 8. toler:mce and 6 opm Codex tolereace in flour is not applicabl
in that the U. 5. tolerapce is toPcover direct fumigation of flonr wheress the
codex teler-nce in flour {8 to cover treutment of grainm, Presumsbly floux
trested in the holds of ships would zequire serstiom to reduce rosidues to € om
er lzes bsfore entry into Baropezn poris.

(1) The only rems=ining c¢iscrepancy thevefore is the 100 ppm U, 5. tolersnce for
HCM in graine vs the 75 ppm Codex tolersnce. Dr. Fitshugh recommends theat the 3
100 opm U. 5. tolersncs be reduced to 75 ppm. We concuy @n thie recommendstion

Razignale

The 100 ppm tolerance derives from PP #195 filed im 1959, 1In this petition =
75 ppm tolersnce was origimally proposed to cover residues in grains fumigated
s wirchouses with HCN¥ liguid or discoids 2t the rate of 21-4 1bs act/1600 cu £t
The conclugions derived from the FD& evzluation of the reaidus data led 6 2 re
quest that the tolerznce be established at 100 ppm rather thaa 75 ppe. The asct
wel tolersnce level howaver, is pot directly relsted to bumen safety im thet it
wsp recogaized that the nommel aexrationm, turming ef the grain in trensfer, will
iag, baking, shd finally cooking would sesurs sz3sentizlly ap residue zt timeof
consuapltion of cereal products. The tolevsnce selocted wes primsrily 28 & mesm
of regulatimg the use st poiat of treatmenmt. In the 10 years the toleraace hss
been in e¢ffect, I know of no instance of regulstery actiom om grains fumigated
with HCN. Therefore, I would concur in ths reductfoa of the pressat 100 ppm
tolermce (%2120.130) to 75 ppa. : '

J. 6., Cummings
Petitions Evaluztion Braach
Division of Pesticide Chemistry smd Toxicolegy
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UNITED STATES f)EPARTME NT OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE '

PESTICIDES REGULATION DIVISION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20250

NOV 1 ¢ 1970

Subject: Pesticide Petition No. 1E1039
Hydrogen Cyanide

To: William H, Morgan Y%Z‘: f%

Division of Regulations & Petitionms Control
BF-320
Food and Drug Administration

In reply to your memorandum of ti’bvember 4, 1970, we have no objection
to the proposal to reduce certain tolerances for residues of hydrogen

cyanide.

e

4
_Charles L. Smith .,
“Head; Petitions -
Control Section
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